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' t^S^WSE KS= LY 13 SET TO EXPIRE ' MONTH < s > ™» 

• ^ —(a). ,n no event, however, may a rep, b e ti.e, «« 

Status 

1)D Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a)Q This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) D H rt n ° e H thiS appN f ti0n iS in COndition for allowan ce except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 C D 1 453 O G 213 

Disposition of Claims 

4) (3 Claim(s) 1-20 is/are pending in the application. 
4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) EI Claim(s) 11-20 is/are allowed. 

6) |El Claim(s) 1.2.7 and 8 is/are rejected. 

7) I3 Claim(s) 3-6.9 and 10 is/are objected to. 

8) Q Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)13 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)S objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

1 1 )□ The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 
)2)Q The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

13)D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)Q Some*c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Staqe 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 1 7 2(a)) 

* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14)D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(e) (to a provisional application), 
a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 
5)D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 

Attachment(s) 

l\ 1 J!?* °l n ef r nC6S Cit6d (PT °" 892) 4) □ lnterview Summar V (PTO-413) Paper No(s). 

2 Qfl Not,ce of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5 ) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-lslT ' 

3) 12SI Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) 4. 6) □ Other: 
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Drawings 

1 . The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) because they 
include the following reference sign(s) not mentioned in the description: Elements 32 and 37 of 
figure 4 are not described. A proposed drawing correction, corrected drawings, or amendment to 
the specification to add the reference sign(s) in the description, are required in reply to the Office 
action to avoid abandonment of the application. The objection to the drawings will not be held in 
abeyance. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
m the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsect.on of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claiml, 2, 7 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being unpatentable over Kim 
(US 6480225.) As for claim 1, Kim discloses a video camera (camera unit 200) with a processor 
that periodically uploads images captured by the video in accordance with a first motion 
detection algorithm (See column 2, lines 41-58.) Said first motion detection algorithm, as is well 
known in the art, consists of uploading (storing) a current image frame when a pixel comparison 
between two successive image frames exceeds a predetermined threshold. (See figure 3.) As for 
claim 2, the processor uploads the current image frame at programmed intervals (see column 2, 
lines 65-67.) 
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4. 



As for claim 7, Kim teaches a video camera comprising a current frame buffer (214), a 



previous frame buffer (214), and a candidate buffer (218.) The temporary memory (214) is 
interpreted as holding both a current and a previous frame. (See column 2, lines 48-5 1 .) The 
logic circuitry to perform pixel comparison and asserting a motion signal when the pixel 
comparison exceeds a predetermined threshold is interpreted as located within the control unit 
(216.) (See column 3, lines 3-22.) Kim furthermore teaches a camera that operates according to 
a first mode in which the current image is loaded into the candidate buffer (permanent memory) 
in response to a motion signal. (See column 3, lines 27-33.) 

5. As for claim 8, the examiner interprets the claimed second mode of loading a current 
image after a certain duration has elapsed following assertion of the motion signal as inherent 
within the first mode of claim7, as the current image is loaded some time after pixel comparison 
between the current and previous frame has taken place. 



6. Claims 1 1-20 are allowed. Prior art teaches capturing an image frame from a video 
camera, determining a motion using a pixel comparison algorithm between successive frames, 
and storing an image based on its whether a predetermined threshold has been exceeded. 
However, prior art does not teach or fairly suggest selecting from a buffer one of the successive 
image frames as a candidate picture once the motion detection signal has been de-asserted for a 
certain duration and uploading the candidate picture to a web site as in independent claims 11,15 
and 19. 

7. Claims 3-6, 9 and 10 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 



Allowable Subject Matter 
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claim and any intervening claims. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of 
allowable subject matter: As for claims 3-6, prior art teaches a video camera with the motion 
detection algorithm of claims 1-3, but does not teach or fairly suggest capturing a stable frame as 
described on page 9 of the specification after a certain duration has elapsed since the 
predetermined threshold has been exceeded. As for claims 9 and 10, prior art teaches the use of 
a circular buffer for storing image frames, but does not teach or fairly suggest a processor 
configured to select one of the current images stored in the circular buffer for loading into the 
candidate buffer once a motion signal has been de-asserted for a predetermined time. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Johnson (US 6136338) teaches an apparatus whose storage of images in a circular 
buffer is based on the occurrence of a triggering event. Johnson also discloses a means for 
downloading the stored data to a personal computer. Palm (US 503481 1) teaches storage of 
image frames and calculation of a difference in the luminance between successive frames as 
means for motion detection or change. Swanson (US 5689442) discloses and event surveillance 
system with a mode control function that identifies an event as being "of interest." Dickinson 
(US 5602585) discloses a motion detection camera that operates in a differential and 
alternatively a video mode. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Catherine Toppin whose telephone number is (703) 305-8144. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8:00 a.m. - 5:30 p.m.. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wendy Garber can be reached on (703) 305-4929. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 872-9314 for regular and 
After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 306-0377. 



CJT 

May 28, 2003 



Attachment for PTO-948 (Rev. 03/01, or earlier) 

6/18/01 

The below text replaces the pre-printed text under the heading, 
"Information on How to Effect Drawing Changes," on the back 
of the PTO-948 (Rev. 03/01, or earlier) form. 



INFORMATION ON HOW TO EFFECT DRAWING CHANGES 



1. Correction of Informalities — 37 CFR L85 

New corrected drawings must be filed with the changes incorporated therein 
Identifying indicia, if provided, should include the title of the invention, 
inventor's name, and application number, or docket number (if any) if an 
application number has not been assigned to the application. If this information is 
provided, it must be placed on the front of each sheet and centered within the top 
margin If corrected drawings are required in a Notice of Allowability (PTOL- 
37), the new drawings MUST be filed within the THREE MONTH shortened 
statutory period set for reply in the Notice of Allowability Extensions of time 
may NOT be obtained under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a) or (b) for filing 
the corrected drawings after the mailing of a Notice of Allowability The 
drawings should be filed as a separate paper with a transmittal letter addressed to 
the Official Draftsperson. 

2. Corrections other than Informalities Noted by Draftsperson on form PTO- 
948. 

All changes to the drawings, other than informalities noted by the Draftsperson. 
MUST be made in the same manner as above except that, normally, a highlighted 
(preferably red ink) sketch of the changes to be incorporated into the new 
drawings MUST be approved by the examiner before the application will be 
allowed No changes will be permitted to be made, other than correction of 
informalities, unless the examiner has approved the proposed changes 

Timing of Corrections 

Applicant is required to submit the drawing corrections within the 
time period set in the attached Office communication . See 37 CFR 

1.85(a). 

Failure to take corrective action within the set period will result in 
ABANDONMENT of the application 
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